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Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even if timely filed, may reduce any 
earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1.704(b). 

Status 

1)[3 Responsive to communication(s) filed on 12 August 2005 . 
2a)D This action is FINAL. 2b)^ This action is non-final. 

3) D Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 1 1 , 453 O.G. 213. 

Disposition of Claims 

4) S Claim(s) 1-11 is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) D Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) S Claim(s) 1 .3.5-7.9 and 11 is/are rejected. 

7) I2 Claim(s) 2.4.8.10 is/are objected to. 

8) D Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) D The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10) D The drawing(s) filed on is/are: a)D accepted or b)D objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 185(a). 
Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required ifth§drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 .CFR 1.121(d). 

1 1) D The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. Note the attached Office Action or form PTO-152. 
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1 .□ Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 

2. D Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. . 
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application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Arguments 

1 . Claims 1 -1 1 are pending. 

2. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1 ,3,5-7,9 and 1 1 have been 
considered but are moot in view of the new grounds of rejection. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

4. Claims 1 and 7 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Konishi, U.S. Patent No. 5,898,926,previously used, in view of Sato, U.S. Patent No. 
6,819,927, recently discovered. 

Regarding claims 1 and 7, Konishi discloses a cell switching device (and 
method) comprising: 

a field intensity measuring device that measures a field intensity of signals from 
each of a plurality base stations adjacent to a base station servicing a mobile station 
(col. 2,lines 36-60); and 

a switching device that receives results of the measurements provided by said 
measuring device, when the field intensity of a measured base station exceeds a 
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reference intensity, switches to that base station for communication with the mobile 
station (col. 2,lines 49-65). 

Konishi fails to explicitly disclose: a control device that adjusts a time interval for 
field intensity measurement, in the measuring device, with respect to the base stations, 
taking into consideration an increasing or decreasing tendency of the field intensity with 
respect to the base stations measured by the measuring device. 

In a similar field of endeavor, Sato discloses adjusting a time interval (i.e., reads 
on At2, RSSI measuring period) for field intensity measurement, in the measuring 
device, with respect to the base stations, taking into consideration an increasing or 
decreasing tendency of the field intensity (reads on adjusting the average interval to get 
accurate measures of RSSI under various conditions) (col. 6,line 46 to col. 7,line 59). 

At the time of the invention it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in 
the art to modify Konishi to include adjusting the RSSI measuring period for the purpose 
of obtaining accurate measurements under multi-path fluctuation. 
5. Claims 3 and 9 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Konishi and Sato, in view of well known prior art. 

Regarding claims 3 and 9, the combination of Konishi and Sato disclose the cell 
switching device (and method) according to claims 1 and 7, respectively, but fails to 
explicitly characterize: 

said control means controls the time interval for field intensity measurement with 
respect to the base stations, taking into consideration absolute values of field intensity 
with respect to the base stations. 
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Examiner takes official notice that is well known in the art to take into 
consideration absolute values of field intensity with respect to the base stations for 
measuring quality indicators. 

At the time of the invention it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in 
the art to modify the combination of Konishi and Sato to take the absolute values of the 
RSSI with respect to the base stations for the purpose of measurement techniques and 
conversion therein (e.g., converted dBm to Volts). 

6. Claims 5 and 1 1 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Konishi and Sato, in view of Levanon, U.S. Patent No. 6,369,754. 

Regarding claims 5 and 1 1 , the combination of Konishi and Sato discloses the 
cell switching device (and method) according to claims 1 and 7, respectively, but fails to 
explicitly characterized in that: said control means controls the time interval for field 
intensity measurement with respect to a base station, taking into consideration a 
direction of movement of a satellite. 

In a similar field of endeavor, Levanon discloses taking into consideration a 
direction of movement of a satellite in making measurements in a system for 
determining the location of a user terminal (col. 5,line 56 to col. 6,line 17). 

At the time of the invention it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in 
the art to modify the combination of Konishi and Sato to include positioning a satellite in 
conjunction with the base station system for the purpose of accurately determining the 
location of a mobile user. 



Application/Control Number: 09/913,157 Page 5 

Art Unit: 2617 

7. Claim 6 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Konishi 
and Sato, in view of Reed et al. (Reed), US Patent No. 5,634,206, previously used. 

Regarding claim 6, Konishi as modified by Reed discloses the cell switching 
device according to claim 1, characterized in that: 

said control means is provided in the base station (i.e., base station measures its 
own RSSI) (see Reed, col. 4,lines 8-27). 

At the time of the invention it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in 
the art to modify Konishi to include a back end receiver for the purpose of estimating 
fading quality in a base station. 

Allowable Subject Matter 

8. Claims 2,4,8 and 10 are objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base 
claim, but would be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the 
limitations of the base claim and any intervening claims. 

Conclusion 

9. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Joy K. Contee whose telephone number is 
571.272.7906. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday through Friday, 5:30 
a.m. to 2:00 p.m. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Marsha Banks-Harold can be reached on 571 .272.7905. The fax phone 
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number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 
273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



JC 




